1 The classical but markedly divergent reconstructions proposed by W. W. Tarn, GBI, and A. K. Narain, The Indo-Greeks, Oxford 1957, are now superseded (for the later period, 2nd-1st centuries B.C.) by 0. Bopearachchi, Bibliotheque Nationale, Cabinet des Medailles, Catalogue des monnaies greco-bactriennes et indo-grecques, Paris 1991, whose chronology will be followed here. Some of the solutions he proposes had already been put forward by P. but after two years of indecisive operations the Magnesian induced Antiochus to come to terms, by arguing that "considerable hordes of nomads were approaching, and this was not only a grave danger to both of them, but if they consented to admit them, the country would certainly relapse into barbarism" 2 • Antiochus recognized Euthydemus' royal title, against a formal submission; and this last Seleucid failure ushered in for Eastern Iran five hundred years of political independence. This was maintained through diverse vicissitudes; and down to the Sasanians, apart from some temporary encroachments by the Parthians, no conqueror from the Iranian plateau was to venture on any move to end it.
From the point of view of historical records, this breach with the West had the direst consequences. Thenceforth Central Asia escapes notice almost entirely in the accounts which continued after a fashion to throw light on the periphery of the classical world. The
Parthian History of Apollodorus of Artemita (lost, but used by Strabo) and the Philippic History of Tragus Pompeus (perhaps likewise derived from Apollodorus' work) treat the Greco-Bactrian kingdom as an appendage of the Parthian Empire, an appendage which is almost entirely ignored in the dry resume ofTrogus which Justin has preserved for us. The gap has to be filled by numismatics, and, for a greater diversity of social groups, by archaeologymore actively pursued for these epochs in Central Asia than in Iran, but subject to all the risks of over-elaborate interpretation to which a lack of written material gives rise. 3 The secession of Central Asia meant that regions which had known the early spread of Zoroastrianism were now politically cut off from their western brethren. When in the beginning of the second century Demetrius I, son ofEuthydemus, followed by other dynasts emerging from Greek Bactria, penetrated south of the Hindukush and recovered the satrapies which Seleucus had surrendered, the Greco-Bactrians re-united, to their own advantage, virtually all the "Aryan lands" celebrated in the Young Avesta 4 • To the west, Margiana and Aria appear to have been held by
